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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-3, 5, 9-11, 13-15, 17, 21-23, 25-29, 31, and 35-37 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Crosby et al. (US Patent 6,577,311). 

Regarding claim 1, Crosby et al. disclose a service providing apparatus for 
providing an editing environment for video data recorded on a record medium that is 
sent (column 5, lines 6-11; column 19, line 67 - column 20, line 2), the apparatus 
comprising: a part for creating index pictures using the video data that is sent (column 5, 
lines 56-60; column 7, lines 60 - column 8, line 3; column 16, lines 61-65; column 20, 
lines 5-6) and transmitting the created index pictures from a first computer to a second 
computer through a network (column 8, lines 48-55; column 16, lines 28-33, 36-44); and 
an editor for editing the video data corresponding to edit commands transmitted from 
the second computer to the first computer through the network as a displayed result of 
the transmitted index pictures (column 9, line 56 - column 10, line 9; column 1 1 , lines 8- 
25; column 12, lines 8-12; column 17, lines 10-13; column 20, lines 16-21; column 5, 
lines 20-28). 
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Regarding claim 2, Crosby et al. also disclose a server, wherein the video data is 
stored to the server (column 9, lines 26-30; column 9, line 67 - column 10, line 6). 

Regarding claim 3, Crosby et al. also disclose a server, wherein the video data is 
converted into a predetermined format that the first computer easily handles and the 
converted video data is stored in the server (column 19, line 67 - column 20, line 21). 

Regarding claim 5, Crosby et al. also disclose the edited video data is 
transmitted from the second computer to the first computer through the network (column 
9, lines 26-30; column 16, lines 41-44). 

Regarding claim 9, Crosby et al. also disclose the index pictures are thumbnail 
pictures composed of reduced pictures with low resolution (column 7, lines 60-64; 
column 16, lines 28-33, 61-65; column 20, lines 5-6). 

Regarding claim 10, Crosby et al. also disclose the first computer records a 
history of the transmitted edit commands and edits the video data corresponding to the 
history of the edit commands (column 1 1 , line 1 1 - column 1 2, lines 2; column 1 4, lines 
8-13). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Crosby et al. also disclose the first computer records a 
history of the transmitted edit commands, and wherein, after the edit commands have 
been completely transmitted, the first computer edits the video data corresponding to 
the history of the recorded edit commands (column 13, line 45 - column 14, line 38). 

Claim 13 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 1 above. 

Claim 14 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 2 above. 

Claim 15 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 3 above. 
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Claim 17 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 5 above. 

Claim 21 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 9 above. 

Claim 22 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 10 above. 

Claim 23 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 1 1 above. 

Regarding claim 25, Crosby et al. disclose a receiver for receiving index pictures 
of video data recorded on a record medium that is sent through a network (column 7, 
lines 60 - column 8, line 3; column 8, lines 48-55; column 9, lines 65-67; column 16, 
lines 61-65); and a transmitter for transmitting edit commands corresponding to a 
displayed result of the index pictures (column 9, line 56 - column 10, line 9; column 1 1 , 
lines 8-25; column 17, lines 10-13; column 20, lines 16-21; column 5, lines 20-28). 

Claim 26 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 25 above. 

Claim 27 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 1 above. 

Claim 28 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 2 above. 

Claim 29 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 3 above. 

Claim 31 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 5 above. 

Claim 35 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 9 above. 

Claim 36 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 10 above. 

Claim 37 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 1 1 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4, 6-7, 16, 18-19, 30, and 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over Crosby et al. (US Patent 6,577,311) as applied to claims 

1-3, 5, 9-11, 13-15, 17, 21-23, 25-29, 31, and 35-37 above, and further in view of 

Song et al. (US Patent 6,597,860). 

Regarding claim 4, see the teachings of Crosby et al. as discussed in claim 3 
above. However, Crosby et al. do not disclose the converted video data is MPEG2 
format data. 

Song et al. disclose an MPEG-2 format (column 2, lines 43-46). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the MPEG-2 format data disclosed by Crosby et al. into 
the apparatus disclosed by Crosby et al. because, according to Song et al., it is easier 
for editing (column 2, lines 43-46). 

Regarding claim 6, see the teachings of Crosby et al. as discussed in claim 1 
above. However, Crosby et al. do not disclose the index pictures are still pictures 
extracted from the video data at predetermined intervals. 

Song et al. disclose the index pictures are still pictures extracted from the video 
data at predetermined intervals (column 2, lines 53-58). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate extracting the index pictures from the video data at 
predetermined intervals as disclosed by Song et al. into the apparatus disclosed by 
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Crosby et al. According to Song et al., it is desirable because of ease of editing (column 
2, lines 53-58). 

Regarding claim 7, Song et al. also disclose the index pictures are still pictures 
extracted from particular scenes of the video data (column 2, lines 53-58). 

Claim 16 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 4 above. 

Claim 18 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 6 above. 

Claim 19 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 7 above. 

Claim 30 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 4 above. 

Claim 32 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 6 above. 

Claim 33 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 7 above. 

Claims 8, 20, and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Crosby et al. (US Patent 6,577,311) and Song et al. (US Patent 
6,597,860) as applied to claims 1-7, 9-11, 13-19, 21-23, 25-33, and 35-37 above, and 
further in view of Sono (US Patent 5,829,044). 

Regarding claim 8, see the teachings of Crosby et al. and Song et al. as 
discussed in claim 6 above. However, the proposed combination of Crosby et al. and 
Song.et al. does not disclose the index pictures are automatically generated. 

Sono discloses index pictures are automatically generated (column 11, lines 41- 

53). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the automatic generation of index pictures disclosed by 
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Sono into the apparatus disclosed by Crosby et al. and Song et al. to minimize user's 
manual input so to enhance the user interface of the apparatus. 

Claim 20 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 8 above. 
. Claim 34 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 8 above. 

Claims 12, 24, and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Crosby et al. (US Patent 6,577,311) as applied to claims 1-3, 5, 
9-11, 13-15, 17, 21-23, 25-29, 31, and 35-37 above, and further in view of Tucker et 
al. (US 2004/0049598). 

Regarding claim 12, see the teachings of Crosby et al. as discussed in claim 1 
above. However, Crosby et al. do not disclose a third computer, wherein the video data 
is edited by the third computer corresponding to the recorded edit commands. 

■ Tucker et al. disclose a content distribution system, a distributed server 
comprising a control/distribution server and an edit server, which is used to edit the data 
([0047]). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the distributed server which comprises the distribution 
server and edit server as disclosed by Tucker et al. into the service providing apparatus 
disclosed by Crosby et al. to enhance the speed of the system (Tucker et al., [0009]). 

Claim 24 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 12 above. 

Claim 38 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 12 above. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hung Q. Dang whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1116. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th:7:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thai Tran can be reached on 571-272-7382. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




